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REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The subject application is owned by Mitsui Kinzoku 
Kogyo Kabushiki Kaisha, having a place of business on 11-1, 
Ohsaki 1-chome, Shinagawa-ku, Tokyo, Japan. The assignment 
was recorded in the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office on April 
1, 2002 under reel 012974, frame 0532. 
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RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

None . 
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STATUS OF CLAIMS 

This application contains claims 1-10, all of which 
were finally rejected in an Official Action dated June 28, 
2006 . 

On April 28, 2006, Appellant appealed from the 
rejection of claims 1-10 representing all the claims currently 
under examination in this application. 
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STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

No amendments have been filed subsequent to the 
January 28, 2006 final Office Action.^ 



^ Applicant has noted the Examiner's objection to the drawings under 37 
C.F.R. 1.83(a) and agrees to amend the drawings to show the missing 
longitudinal axes upon grant of the appeal. 
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SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

Independent claim 1 is directed to the door latch 
device shown in Figs, 1-4 having a striker 10 and a latch 18 
which engages the striker so as to keep a vehicle door closed. 
The striker 10 comprises a metal base 11 and a U-shaped 
engaging member 12 fixed to the base. In conventional 
strikers, the diameter of its U-shaped engaging member is 
generally about 7mm. A rod thinner than that of 7mm. would 
provide the conventional striker with an insufficient strength 
for continuous engagement with a corresponding latch and a rod- 
thicker from end to end would require that a corresponding 
latch be also larger in size so as to accommodate a recess 
large enough to engage the enlarged U-shaped engaging member. 
Thus, in a situation where a rod larger than 7mm. may be 
desirable to accommodate rough use, it is clear that the 
increased weight and size of both the striker and latch would 
also require a larger housing for the door latch device 
designed to include such striker and latch in addition to an 
increased weight on the vehicle (see the Description of the 
Related Art on page 1 of the specification) . 

The striker 10 and latch 18 set out in independent 
claim 1 has been designed as an improvement of conventional 
strikers so as to provide a strengthened striker to 
accommodate rough use but avoiding the above problems . The 
structure of the claimed striker shown in Figs. 1-4 and 
described on pages 2-4 of the specification comprises a 
striker 10 having a longitudinal plate metal base 11 fixed to 
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a vehicle body 9 and defining a longitudinal axis and a U- 
shaped metal engaging member 12 . The engaging member includes 
a first leg part 15, a second leg part 16 parallel to the 
first leg part 15, and a front connecting part 17, which 
connects a front end of the first leg part 15 with a front end 
of the second leg part 16. The leg parts 15, 16 define 
longitudinal lengths and the front connecting part 17 defines 
a longitudinal axis. The longitudinal axis of the front 
connecting part 17 is perpendicular to the longitudinal axis 
of the metal base 11. The longitudinal lengths of the leg 
parts 15, 16 are perpendicular to the plane of the metal base 
11. Each leg part 15, 16 has a rear end 24, 25 which projects 
on a rear side of the base 11 through mounting holes 26, 27 on 
the base 11 where the legs are engaged to the base 11. Front 
and rear caulking flanges 30, 31 have a larger diameter than 
the diameter of the mounting holes 26, 27 so as to engage a 
front and a rear side of the base respectively. The first leg 
part 15 has a latch engaging part 32, which is engageable with 
the claimed latch 18 of the vehicle door latch device. 

The above structural features are conventional and 
are shown by U.S. Patent No. 6,155,618 to Ichinose cited as 
prior art by the Examiner. The claimed invention is an 
inventive improvement over Ichinose as it provides for a 
reinforced large diameter part 20 on a rear side portion of 
the front leg part 15 which has a diameter larger than that of 
the latch engaging part 32 on the front side portion of the 
first leg part between the front caulking flange 2 8 of the 



- 6 - 



In re Application No. 10/032,326 

first leg part and the latch engaging part 15 on the front 
side portion. Further, the latch 18 shown in Fig. 4 is 
designed to have a recess 19 which is oriented on the latch to 
rotate in a plane spaced apart from the reinforced diameter 
part 2 0 so as to only engage the latch engaging part 32 on the 
front side portion of the first leg portion 15 as shown in 
Figs. 2-4. 
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GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-10 under 35 
U.S.C. §103 (a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 
6,155,618 to Ichinose in view of GB Patent No. 2,336,178 to 
Mark and U.S. Patent No. 6,042,160 to Hamada et al . 

Appellant submits that this rejection should be 

reversed . 
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ARGUMENT 

The Examiner's 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) rejection of claims 
1-10 as being unpatentable over Ichinose in view of Mark and 
further in view of Hamada fails to teach the primary inventive 
features set out in independent claim 1 - 

The Examiner maintains that it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to provide the reinforcing large 
diameter part, shown on limbs 16, 20 of striker 22 of Mark, on 
the striker 1 of Ichinose, in order to give more strength to 
the Ichinose striker and to increase the durability of the 
striker, and further that Hamada teaches that it is well known 
in the art to have a latch member (14) that has a recess that 
engages a leg part of a striker 2. Therefore, as stated by 
the Examiner, it is obvious to have a latch with a recess that 
engages a striker leg part . 

Even assuming that the Examiner's suggested prior 
art combination would be obvious (not admitted) , the resulting 
structure still would not be equivalent to that claimed. 
There is no teaching whatever in the cited prior art 
combination (even if a rear side portion of the first leg 15A 
of Ichinose was modified to have a large diameter) , that the 
latch of Hamada would engage the front side portion of the 
first leg above the rear side portion having the large 
diameter as claimed by Appellant rather than the rear side 
portion. Hamada teaches only a latch engaging a leg of a 
striker which is perpendicular to the base of the striker and 
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has the same diameter from end to end (see Fig. 11 of Hamada) . 
Further, Mark teaches engagement of the latch only to engaging • 
portion 22 and not either of its limbs 16, 20 or a specific 
part of the first leg as claimed by Appellant. None of the 
prior art of the cited combination teach a latch which engages 
a front side portion of a first leg part (the latch engaging 
part) in a plane of rotation spaced apart from a rear side 
portion (the reinforced large diameter part) as claimed.^ 

The limitation that the latch engages the front side 
portion rather than the rear side portion as claimed is 
critical to the result intended by the claimed invention. 
This limitation is intended to permit the use of a 
conventional size latch which would not require increasing the 
size of the housing of the door latch device involved or 
accommodating the increased weight of an enlarged latch. In 
comparison, if the latch was designed to engage the rear side 
portion of the first leg (the portion having a diameter larger 
than that of front side portion of the first leg) , a larger 
latch with a larger recess for engaging the larger diameter of 
the rear side portion of the first leg would be required. 
This would result in the need for a larger housing for the 
door latch device and accommodation of the increase in weight. 

Appellant further does not agree that it would be 
obvious to provide Ichinose with a reinforcing large diameter 
part in light of Mark, because the Mark striker is 

^ Appellant made this same argument in its September 16, 2 005 response, but 
the Examiner failed to address it in his October 28, 2005 final Office 
Action. 
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dramatically different from that of Ichinose that the skilled 
artisan would not address for modification of a conventional 
striker such as that of Ichinose. Most important, is the fact 
that Mark teaches extending the large diameter parts on the 
limbs 16, 20 nearly to the junction with engaging portion 22 
leaving no portion of limbs 16, 20 available for engagement of 
a latch as provided by Appellant. The portion of limbs 16, 20 
above the large diameter parts are clearly not appropriate for 
engagement of a latch due to their length, location and 
inclination- Accordingly, increasing the diameter of the legs 
of Ichinose as taught by Mark does not in any way teach the 
claimed engaging part 32 above the large diameter part taught 
by Mark. 

Mark further differs from the claimed invention as 

follows : 

(1) The first and second leg parts of Mark are not 
shown or taught to have the same shape as 
claimed by Appellant; 

(2) The first and second leg parts of Mark are not 
shown or taught to be perpendicular to the plane 
of its metal base; 

(3) The Mark latch engages bolt engaging portion 22 
and not either limb 18 or 20 as taught by both 
Ichinose and Hamada; and 
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(4) Limbs 18 and 20 of Mark are bent in relation to 
base 12 and there is nothing whatever in the 
language of Mark which teaches or suggests 
otherwise. While the Mark limbs could be made 
parallel and straight as indicated in Mark, they 
still would be set at an angle to base 12 as 
shown in the drawings . 
Accordingly, Appellant does not agree that the 
combination of Ichinose and Mark would be obvious to the 
skilled artisan, especially in light of the indication in the 
last full paragraph of page 3 of Mark that the different 
features of Mark are intended to permit the making of strikers 
of complex shapes. The strikers resulting from the Examiner's 
suggested combination of references does not result in a 
"complex shape" similar to that shown in the Mark drawings . 
Clearly, the thickening of the limbs of Mark and the other 
features entailed by such thickening is limited to the costly 
manufacture of the specially shaped strikers identified in 
Mark. There is no teaching of combining these features with 
Ichinose and Hamada other than Appellant's disclosure which 
becomes apparent when recognizing that the Examiner's cited 
combination, does not teach the claimed relative location of 
the latch and striker as claimed. 
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CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully 
submitted that the Examiner's rejection of claims 1-10 under 
35 U.S.C. §103 (a) as being unpatentable over Ichinose in view 
of mark further in view of Hamada is not supportable and 
should be reversed. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BROWDY AND NEIMARK, P.L.L.C. 
Attorneys for Appellant (s) 

By /^^ J 

Norman J, Latker 
Registration No. 19,963 
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CLAIMS APPENDIX 

1. A striker of a vehicle door latch device 
including a latch engageable with the striker, comprising: 

a longitudinal plate metal base which defines a 
longitudinal axis to be fixed to a vehicle body; and 

a U-shaped metal engaging member including a first 
straight leg part, a second straight leg part which is in 
parallel with the first leg part, and a front connecting part 
which connects a front end of the first leg part and a front 
end of the second leg part, wherein each leg part defines a 
longitudinal length and the front connecting part defines a 
longitudinal axis; 

the longitudinal axis of the front connecting part 
being perpendicular to the longitudinal axis of the metal 
base ; 

wherein the longitudinal length of both the first 
leg part and the second leg part are perpendicular to the 
plane of the metal base; 

each of said first leg part and said second leg part 
having, at rear end thereof which projects on a rear side of 
the base through a mounting hole of the base, a rear caulking 
flange with a larger diameter than that of the mounting hole 
engaged with a rear surface of the base; and 
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a front caulking flange with a larger diameter than 
that of the mounting hole engaged on a front side of the base; 

said first leg part having, at a front side portion 
thereof, a latch engaging part which is engageable with the 
latch on the vehicle door latch device having a recess which 
is oriented on the latch to engage the latch engaging part; 

said first leg part having, at a rear side portion 
thereof, a reinforced large diameter part with a larger 
diameter than that of the latch engaging part between the 
front caulking flange of the first leg part and the latch 
engaging part, said reinforced large diameter part being 
spaced apart from a plane of rotation of the latch; 

wherein a length of said reinforced large diameter 
part being 20% or more of the length of the first leg part. 

2 . The striker of a vehicle door latch device 
according to claim 1, wherein said second leg part has the 
same shape as said first leg part . 

3 . The striker of a vehicle door latch device 
according to claim 1, wherein said latch engaging part has the 
same diameter as said front connecting part. 

4 . The striker of a vehicle door latch device 
according to claim 2, wherein a tapered part is provided 
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between said reinforced large diameter part and said latch 
engaging part . 

5. The striker of a vehicle door latch device 
according to claim 2, wherein the length of said reinforced 
large diameter part is 25% or more of the length of said first 
leg part . 

6. The striker of a vehicle door latch device 
according to claim 2, wherein said latch engaging part has the 
same diameter as said front connecting part, and a tapered 
part is provided between said reinforced large diameter part 
and said latch engaging part . 

7 . The striker of a vehicle door latch device 
according to claim 6, wherein the length of said reinforced 
large diameter part is 25% or more of the length of said first 
leg part . 

8 . The striker of a vehicle door latch device 
according to claim 2, wherein the length of said reinforced 
large diameter part is 30% or more of the length of said first 
leg part . 

9. The striker of a vehicle door latch device 
according to claim 1, wherein said reinforced large diameter 
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part has a length of twice or more the length of said rear 
caulking flange, in the longitudinal direction of said first 
leg part. 

10. The striker of a vehicle door latch device 
according to claim 1 wherein said reinforced large diameter 
part has a length of triple or more the length of said rear 
caulking flange, in the longitudinal direction of said first 
leg part . 
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EVIDENCE APPENDIX 

Mikio ICHINOSE, U.S. Patent No. 6,155,618, December 5, 2000. 
How Li MARK, UK Patent No. GB 2,336,178, October 13, 1999. 
Yoshikazu HAMADA et al . , U.S. Patent No. 6,042,160, March 28, 2000. 

\ 
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RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 



None 



